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-- The MAILING DATE of this communication appears on the cover sheet with the correspondence address - 
Period for Reply 



A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) OR THIRTY (30) DAYS, 
WHICHEVER IS LONGER, FROM THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1.136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 

after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- If NO period for reply is specified above, the maximum statutory period will apply and will expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 1 33). 
Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 

Status 

1)S Responsive to communication(s) filed on 13 July 2006 . 
2a)D This action is FINAL. 2b)^ This action is non-final. 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 1 1 , 453 O.G. 213. 

Disposition of Claims 

*......* » * . 

4) E3 Claim(s) 2-4.6-20.27-29 and 34-40 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) D Claim(s) is/are allowed. " . VklS 

6) IEI Claim(s) 2-4. 6-20. 27-29 and 34-40 is/are reiected. ;:r 

7) D Claim(s) is/are objected to:" 1 - V " :: * 7 ?K r *" CJ{ :orn*.....-* ci -Idresx - 

8) D Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

X 9)D The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10) D The drawing(s) filed on is/are: a)D accepted or b)D objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1 .85(a). 
: ; Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s),is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d). 

1 1) D The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. Note the attached Office Action or form PTO-152. 

Priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119 

12) D Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 1 19(a)-(d) or (f). 
* a)D All b)D Some * c)D None of: 

1 .□ Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

2.D Certified copi^oHhe pnorjjydocu . 

3-D Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 
application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 
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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This communication is in response to applicant's amendment filed May 15, 2006. 
Claims 9-11, 34-35, and 38-40 have been amended. Claims 2-4, 6-20, 27-29 and 34-40 
are currently pending in this case. 

Continued Examination Under 37 CFR 1.114 

2. A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this 
application is eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the fee set 

• < . • 

forth in 37 CFR 1 .17(e) has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action 
has been withdrawn pursuant to 37 CFR 1.114. Applicant's submission filed on July 13, 
2006 has been entered. 

Response to Arguments " ' 

3. Applicant's arguments, see applicant's amendmenCfiled^May 15, 2006, with 
respect to the section 112 rejections of claims 2-4, 6-20, 27-29 and 34-40, as currently 
amended, have been fully considered and are persuasive. The section 112 rejection of 
claims 2-4, 6-20, 27-29 and 34-40* has : been withdrawn: " "" ' i: V!U( " 

4. Applicant's arguments with respect to the section 103rejec?6ns oif claims 2-4, 6- 
20, 27-29 and 34-40 have been considered but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of 
rejection. - • ...... 

Ciaim Rejections - 35 USC§ 703' r ior 

5. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: - 
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(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary, skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

6. Claims 2-4, 6-20, 27-29 and 34-40 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Onodera et al (US 6700677) or Holmes et al (US 61 19108) in view of 
Auerbach et al (US 5673316) and Shima (US 6369909). 

7. Regarding claim 34 - 

Onodera (See, e.g., abstract, Figs. 1,4 and 5, Col.. I,; ,lines,.40-65„claims 1-8) or 
Holmes (See, e.g., abstract, Figs. 1 and 2, Col. 2, lines 5-65, Col. 3, lines 10-50, claims 
1-46) discloses printing system including a server that protects copyright and includes 
encryption control substantially as claimed. Auerbach (See,,e,g., Fig. c 2,.Col, 1, lines 50- 
65, Col. 5-40, claims 1-8) shows encryption of document parts. Shima (See, e.g., Figs. 
14, 19, Col. 6, lines 50-65, and Col. 21, lines 5-20) shows security level queries and 



control of network printers as being old and obvious (Note Epson assignee). 



8. It would have been' bbvious4b' &e u pWrebh ha^in^ ordinary skill in this art to'' uW °\ 
provide a similar arrangement for Onodera or Holmes because the encryption control of 
Auerbach provides a much finer level of control of an electronic document because it 
caters to a multiplicity of users that may not 'need the entire document and therefore 
expands the : market 'ancl ' provides greater tetfels'of reveriuW/ tolhe ^copyright' holder:^ ru> . 

9. Regarding the protection limitations of claim 2 - 

Onodera (See, e.g., abstract, Figs. 1, 4 and 5, Col. 1 r lines 40-65, claims 1-8) or Holmes 



(See, e.g., abstract, Figs. 1 and 2, Col. 2, lines 5-65, Cola 3] line~sl6-50, claims 1^46), 

v . ..J-bu, c\\\u Col. 21, lines b-v ;) Sf ;uvvs .j^curily icjvft. jfr.-s cinu. 
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disclose a printing system including a server that protects copyright and includes 
encryption control that is a functional equivalent of the claim limitations. 

10. Regarding the encryption limitations of claim 3 - 

Auerbach (See, e.g., Fig. 2, Col. 1 , lines 50-65, Col. 5-40, claims 1-8) shows encryption 
of document parts that is a functional equivalent of the claim limitations. 

1 1 . Regarding the output limitations of claim 4 - 

Onodera (See, e.g., abstract, Figs. 1,4 and 5, Col. 1, lines 40-65, claims 1-8) or Holmes 
et al (See, e.g., abstract, Figs. 1 and 2, Col. 2, lines 5-65, Col. 3, lines 10-50, claims 1- 
46) disclose a printing system including a server that protects copyright and includes^ 4 
encryption control that is a functional equivalent of the claim limitations. 

12. Regarding the printing limitations of claims 6-8 - 

Onodera (See, e.g., abstract, Figs. 1, 4 and 5, Col. 1, lines 40-65; claims 1-8) or Holmes 
(See, e.g., abstractl'Figs.'l ^nd'i Col: i 2, Hnes°5-65, Col. 3, lines 10-50, claims 1-46) 
disclose a printing system including a server which protects copyright and includes 
encryption control which is a functional equivalent of the claim limitations because 
the elements are conventional component of a standard printing system. 

13. Regarding the protectionlimitations'of claims 1 ^ cialrr,a ' " 3/ ' ; ° !mGS - 
Auerbach (See, e.g., Fig. 2, Col. 1, lines 50-65, Col. 5-40, claims 1-8) shows encryption 
of document parts that is a functional equivalent of these claim limitations. 

14. Regarding the protection limitations of claims 27-29 ii 1 ""^'- 1 - 

Auerbach (See, e.g* Fig.' 2; Col? ! 1, lines 50-65? Col. 5^0, claims 1-8) shows encryption 
of document parts that is a functional equivalent of the claim limitations. 

■ "' i. ' . ; .. .. focus ''J\j'yf--_. 

: wt V • -• uwr' -.ml ^.'u'.'rj^nxc .^e.daiiii lii.n'iUiticiib 
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1 5. Regarding the system limitations of claims 35-37 - 

Auerbach (See, e.g., Fig. 2, Col. 1 , lines 50-65, Col. 5-40, claims 1-8) shows encryption 
of document parts that is a functional equivalent of the claim limitations. 

16. Regarding claim 38 - 

Onodera (See, e.g., abstract, Figs. 1,4 and 5, Col. 1 , lines 40-65, claims 1-8) or Holmes 
(See, e.g., abstract, Figs. 1 and 2, Col. 2, lines 5-65, Col. 3, lines 10-50, claims 1-46) 
discloses printing systems including a server that protects copyright and includes . 
encryption control substantially as claimed. Auerbach (See, e.g., Fig. 2, Col. 1, lines 50- 
65, Col. 5-40, claims I-8) shows encryption of document parts. Shima (See Figs. 14, 19, 
Col. 6, lines 5.0-65, and Col. 21, lines 5-20) shows security level queries and control of 
network printers as being' old and'obvioiis' (Note Epson assignee). 

17. It would have been obvious to the person having ordinary skill in this art to 
provide a similar arrangement for Onodera or Holmes because the'encryption control of 
Auerbach provides a much finer level of control of an electronic document because it 
caters to a multiplicity of users' tfiat may riot need the entire document' and therefore" 
expands the market and provides greater levels of revenue to the copyright holder. 

18. Regarding claim 39 - ' ' ' 
Onodera (See, e.g., abstract, Figs, i, 4 and 5, Col:- 1 . lines 40-65, claims 1-8) or 
Holmes (See, e.g.; -abstract!- FigsTWdY, 1 Cbi:^;ijn-es (t 5^5?Coi ,! 3! l ijnfes 10-50, claims 
1-46) discloses printing system including a server that protects copyright and includes 
encryption control substantially as claimed. It is noted that it is believed that the 

copyright controls of the document are functionally equivalent to the' claimed limitations. 

:>. ., >nne:.t :ir Oriodfira orri, .,n?-;. o'oc^jse tLw cn'c /; .on 'joiiuul oi 
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Auerbach (See, e.g., Fig. 2, Col. 1, lines 50-65, Col. 5-40, claims 1-8) shows encryption 
of document parts. Shima (See, e.g., Figs. 14, 19, Col. 6, lines 50-65, and Col. 21, lines 
5-20) shows security level queries and control of network printers as being old and 
obvious (Note Epson assignee). 

19. It would have been obvious to the person having ordinary skill in this art to 
provide a similar arrangement for Onodera or Holmes because the encryption control of 
Auerbach provides a much finer level of control of .an electronic document because it 
caters to a multiplicity of users that may-not need the entire document and therefore 
expands the market and provides/greater levels of revenue to the copyright holder. ^ i 

20. Regarding claim 40 - 

Onodera (See, e.g., abstract, Figs. 1, 4 and 5, Col. 1, lines 4065, claims 1-8) or Holmes 
(See, e.g., abstract, Figs, land 2, Col. 2; lines 5-65, Col. 3, lines 10-50, claims 1-46) 
disclose printing systems includihg c a server which protects copyright and including ... 
encryption control substantially as claimed. It is noted that it is believed that the 
copyright controls of the document are functionally equivalent to the claimed limitations. 
Auerbach (See, e.g., Fig. 2, Col. 1, lines 50-65, Col. 5-40; claims : 'i -8) shows encryption 
of document parts. Shima (See, ! e^g: k , Figs. 14, 19, Col; 6rlineV50-65?and Col. 21, lines 
5-20) shows security level queries and control of network' printers ate being bid and : 
obvious (Note Epson assignee). ■' : ° 

21 . It would have been obvious to the person having ordinary skill in this art to 
provide a similar arrangement for Onodera or Holmes because the encryption control of 
Auerbach provides a much finer level of control of an electronic document, because it 
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caters to a multiplicity of users that may not need the entire document and therefore 
expands the market and provides greater levels of revenue to the copyright holder. 

22. Examiner's Note: Although Examiner has cited particular 

columns, line numbers and figures in the references as applied to the claims above for 

the convenience of the applicant(s), the specified citations are merely representative of 

the teaching of the prior art that are applied to specific limitations within the individual 

claim and other passages and figures may apply as well. It is respectfully requested that 

the applicant(s), in preparing the response, fully consider the items of evidence in their 

entirety as potentially teaching all or part of the claimed invention, as well as the context 

of the passage as taught by the prior art or disclosed by the Examiner. 

::uu, c onc i usion ; ur . 

23. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Cristina Owen Sherr whose telephone number is 571- 

272- 671 1 . The examiner can normally be reached on 8:30-5:00 Monday through 
Friday. "' •• • %>;■' T-\i\s), r .i3^. ; m mo-v,-;^,- 

24. If attempts to reach the examine? by telephone ar^ ! uli^c^S8ftjl,4he ! examiner , s 
supervisor, Andrew J. Fischer can be reached on 571-272-6779. The fax phone 

number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 

273- 8300 ' *' ' '-■<- • .c aii-o. pat. ••<■■. >..:.„.' ... niLm ';s:w^ ; ■ •■ . 

■: 'V.wc- Jtie art < r v ' ■ • c L./tMTy#iiner • • ■ . ■' 

»•.».-. 

' .'■;■■.*:•..! Crista.. u L : &\.. • :<j\>;pr' *ne n>_ ... • 
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25. Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access 1o the automated information 
system, call 800.786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. = 5 c. 




Cristina Owen Sherr 
Patent Examiner, All 3621 



. tor unpub.isiied applications i*> avertable through Priv_ P.MR on 
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